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REMARKS 

Reconsideration and allowance of the subject application are respectfully requested. 
Claims 1-10 are all the claims pending in the application. In response to the Office Action, 
Applicant respectfully submits that the claims define patentable subject matter 

Claims 1-10 remain rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 12(e) as allegedly being anticipated by 
Ejzak (U.S. Patent No. 6,954,654). Applicant respectfully traverses the prior art rejections. 

In the previous Amendment filed on February 7, 2007, Applicant submitted that there is 
no teaching or suggestion in Ejzak of the feature "said call session control Network element 
(CSCF) upon intercepting said incoming IP multimedia call activating a dedicated primary 
application server (ASp r j m )", as recited in independent claim 1 and analogously recited in 
independent claims 3, 5, and 9. Applicant argued that, although the Examiner cited column 13, 
lines 8-1 1 of Ejzak as allegedly disclosing this feature of the claim, this cited portion of Ejzak 
merely discloses that the CSCF may send standard session initiation protocol (SIP) signaling to 
one or more application servers in the network. Applicant respectfully submitted that this 
disclosure of Ejzak does not read on the claimed feature. 

In response, the Examiner asserts: 

In column 13, lines 8-16, Ejzak discloses to provide the features and services 
indirectly, the S-CSCF sends standard SIP signaling to one or more application 
servers in the network...the S-CSCF (i.e. A Serving-CSCF (S-CSCF) is the 
central node of the signaling plane. It is a SIP server, but performs session 
control too. It is always located in the home network. It uses DIAMETER Cx 
and Dx interfaces to the HSS to download and upload user profiles - It has no 
local storage of the user. All necessary information is loaded from the HSS. It 
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handles SIP registrations, which allows it to bind the user location (e.g. the IP 
address of the terminal) and the SIP address, it sits on the path of all signaling 
messages, and can inspect every message (i.e. "intercepting incoming IP 
multimedia call"). It decides to which application server(s) the SIP message will 
be forwarded, in order to provide their services (see www.answers.com)) 
directly provides features and services for the UE (user element) indirectly 
through application servers (i.e. 11 activating a dedicated primary application 
server"). 1 

Applicant respectfully disagrees with the Examiner's position. Although not clear, the 
Examiner appears to read the claimed call session control Network element (CSCF) on the 
CSCF 143 of Ejzak. Ejzak discloses that the CSCF 143 can act as a Serving-CSCF (S-CSCF), 
which is the session control point for the user equipment 1 1 1 (column 10, lines 25-34). Ejzak 
also discloses that the S-CSCF may receive and process SIP-level subscriber registrations, 
provide session control for registered endpoint sessions, and provide service triggers for 
services platforms (column 11, lines 1-6). Additionally, Ejzak discloses that the S-CSCF may 
send standard SIP signaling to one or more application servers in the network (column 13, lines 
8-1 1). However, Applicant respectfully submits that there is no teaching or suggestion in Ejzak 
that the CSCF or S-CSCF "upon intercepting said incoming IP multimedia call activating a 
dedicated primary application server", as recited in the claims. 

In the previous Amendment, Applicant submitted that there is no teaching or suggestion 
in Ejzak that "said primary application server (AS Pr j m ), upon analysis of said incoming IP 

- Pages 6-7 of the Office Action dated April 24, 2008. 
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multimedia call presenting said incoming IP multimedia call to said called party terminal 
(CDPT) together with a set of service applications for answering said incoming call, said set of 
service applications being determined in said analysis ", as recited in the claims. Applicant 
submitted that although the Examiner cited column 13, lines 11-18 of Ejzak as allegedly 
disclosing this feature of the claim, this cited portion of Ejzak merely discloses, as discussed 
above, that a Serving CSCF (S-CSCF) provides features and services for user equipment 
through application servers. 

In response, the Examiner asserts: 

In column 13, lines 8-18, Ejzak discloses provide the features and services 
indirectly, the S-CSCF sends standard SIP signaling to one or more application 
servers in the network. Although the exemplary embodiment describes the 
case where the S-CSCF directly provides features and services, the procedures 
described here also apply, with minor modifications, when the S-CSCF 
provides features and services for the UE indirectly through application 
servers (i.e. "analysis of an incoming IP multimedia call"). The PSTN delivers 
(414) phone calls destined for a UE ("call party terminal") that can be 
registered for service with an IMS (IP multimedia subsystem) to that IMS (i.e. 
"presenting the incoming IP multimedia call to a call party terminal"). 5 

Applicant respectfully disagrees with the Examiner's position and submits that the 

Examiner's position is based on a misunderstanding of the cited reference. 



1 Pages 7-8 of the Office Action. 
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Ejzak discloses that, as part of the user equipment (UE) registration process, subscriber 
profile information is sent to the S-CSCF. This information includes information about features 
and services provisioned for the UE (column 13, lines 1-10). The S-CSCF provides all features 
and services for registered UEs either directly or indirectly, by sending standard SIP signaling to 
application servers in the network. 

However, nowhere does this cited portion (or any other portion) of Ejzak teach or suggest 
that a primary server, upon analysis of an incoming IP multimedia call , presenting the IP 
multimedia call to the called party together with a set of service applications for answering the 
incoming call , as required by the claims. Ejzak merely discloses that the S-CSCF provides 
services for registered UEs, but does not send applications for answering the call, along with the 
call to a called party. 

In the previous Amendment, Applicant further submitted that there is no teaching or 
suggestion in Ejzak of the feature "said call session control Network element (CSCF) receiving a 
selection of at least one service application from said set of service applications forwarded by 
said called party terminal (CDPT)", as recited in the claims. 

In response, the Examiner asserts: 

In column 3, line 66 to column 4, line 9, Ejzak discloses call session control 
network which perform multiple functions including incoming call gateway 
(i.e. "receiving a selection of at least one service application"); in column 8, 
lines 49-54, Ejzak discloses when a mobile unit registers, iMSC server 201 
(i.e. "called party terminal") queries DNS 165 to obtain the domain name and 
subsequently the IP address of the I-CSCF to which it shall forward the 
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registration message. The I-CSCF can then do a query to DNS 165 to get the 
domain name and subsequently the IP address of the HSS to query. 4 

Applicant finds the Examiner's position unclear. Column 3, line 66 to column 4, line 9 of 

Ejzak, which the Examiner appears to cite as allegedly disclosing the claimed feature "said call 

session control Network element (CSCF) receiving a selection of at least one service 

application", merely discloses that the CSCF performs multiple functions including incoming 

call gateway, call control function, serving profile database, and address handling. The CSCF 

may also perform GMSC Emulation as necessary to support call delivery to IMS-homed 

subscribers being served by MSC server 152. Nowhere does this cited portion of Ejzak teach or 

suggest receiving a selection of at least one service application from a set of service applications, 

much less receiving this service application from a called party , as required by the claims. 

The Examiner also appears to cite column 8, lines 49-54 of Ejzak as disclosing this feature 
of the claim. However, this cited portion of Ejzak merely discloses that when a mobile unit is 
registered, the iMSC server queries the DNS 165 to obtain the domain name and address of the I- 
CSCF to which the registration message would be forwarded to. This has little or no relevance 
to the claimed invention. Applicant respectfully submits that there is no teaching or suggestion 
in Ejzak of the feature "said call session control Network element (CSCF) receiving a selection 
of at least one service application from said set of service applications forwarded by said called 
party terminal (CDPT)", as recited in the claims. 



Page 8 of the Office Action dated April 24, 2008. 
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Accordingly, Applicant respectfully submits that independent claims 1, 3, 5, and 9 should 
be allowable because the cited reference does not teach or suggest all of the features of the 
claims. Claims 2, 4, 6-8 and 10 should also be also be allowable at least by virtue of their 
dependency on independent claims 1, 3, 5, and 9. 

In view of the above, reconsideration and allowance of this application are now believed 
to be in order, and such actions are hereby solicited. If any points remain in issue which the 
Examiner feels may be best resolved through a personal or telephone interview, the Examiner is 
kindly requested to contact the undersigned at the telephone number listed below. 

The USPTO is directed and authorized to charge all required fees, except for the Issue 
Fee and the Publication Fee, to Deposit Account No. 19-4880. Please also credit any 
overpayments to said Deposit Account. 



Respectfully submitted, 



/Mark E. Wallerson/ 



SUGHRUE MION, PLLC 
Telephone: (202) 293-7060 
Facsimile: (202) 293-7860 
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Registration No. 59,043 



WASHINGTON OFFICE 
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